
AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FOR!'v! - #2 Interim Solution

1) Requested By

leG Telecom Group, Inc.
(Company Name)

5525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyview, OH 44125
(Address)

Peter H. White
(Contact Person)

216-377-3040
(Phone Number)

12/5/97
(Date of Request)

216-377-3030
(Facsimile Number)

(Optional: E-mail Address)

2) Description of the network interconnection capability, function. system. element.
or feature, or combination requested (use additional sheets of paper to describe the
requested service, if necessary):

A."N'SWER:

lCG wishes to purchase a modified producUservice. Essenrially, ICG wishes to
access an unbundled loop at the Network Interface Device ("NID") at the premises served
by the loop and use the wire pair connecting thar building NID {Q the NID in the
telephone closest on the floor where the custOmer is located. This would allow leG to
access building inside wire pairs in order to serve reG customers in the building by
connecting the customers to reG electronic$ in the building. This product/service would
only be applicable in multi tenant, multi customer buildings where Ameritech has placed
the NID on numerouS floors and asserts that it has the legal right to control access to the

building riser cable. Single tenant and single level buildings have only one NID and
therefor, the NID to N1D connection is not reg uired.
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORi\1 -~ #2 Interim Solution

3) Is this a request for a modification or combination of existing services or network
elements? If so, please explain the modification or combination and describ~ the existing
services or elemen!(s) or indicate its name.

ANS\VER:

ICG undersmnds that Amentech views this as a modification of the standard
unbundled loop which originates at the LSO (Local Service Office) Main Distribution
Frame and terminates at the NID nearest the customer location; and that this new
producr/service will create an Unbundled loop that is accessed at three points rather than
the standard two. 'While leG disagrees with Ameritech's position, it is willing to proceed
on an interim basis as a means of obtaining access !O its customers.

4) Is ti'lls a service or network element available from any other source or a service or
network element: already offered by Amerirech? If yes, please provide source's name and
the name of the service or network element.

Sinc:: Amcrit::ch claims o'NIlCIship and control of the ris::r CZl::>[e in nulti t:.:;n~,t,

multi SlOry buildings, there is no other Cl)mpa..l1y u'1at provides this service. Some
situations cO'.2.1d be s2-tisfied by leG phc:::g their owr.. c2.ble berweer.. floors.

5) Is there any-JIing custom or special abou! we manner that you would like this
femme, function or combination to operate?

A1'iSWER:

rCG is not requesting any special feature or functionality. We simply require
standard copper pairs between floors in multi tenant buildings where Ameritech claims
oW!lership and control of the riser cabl~.

6) rfpossible, please include a drawing or iUus[ration of how you would like the
request to operate and inreract with the network.

ANSWER:

See attached.
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM: - #2 Interim Solution

7) Please describe the expected Location life, if applicable, of this capability (Le.,
period of time you will use it). Do you view this as a temporary or long rai1ge
arrangement?

ANSWER:

This is an interim solution with an indE:finil~ location life. Since Ameritech
claims ownership and control of the riser cable in multi tenant, multi story buildings, this
product will be frequently required. Our long term position is that leG should be
permined to purchase wire pairs that originate at a NrD in a building and end at another
NID in the same building.

8) If you wish to submit this information on a non-disclosure basis, please indicate
this here. lfnon-disclosure is requested, either attach a prepared Ameritech non­
disclosure agreement, or request one to be sent to you for completion or identify an
existing agreement that covers this transaction, and properly identify any information you
consider confidential.

ANSWER;

Not required.

9) \Y~rJ.ere do you want this capabiliri ce;J:O;.. ~::

A) Srates (Check as many as apply):
______ Illinois
_____ Indiana
______ Michigan

X Ohio
Wisconsin------

'" Since separate agreement and rules apply in each state, a separate BFR Form and, if
applicable, deposit is required for each stare for which you wish to have Ameritech

process the BFR.

B) Major I:1e:ro?oti,an a:ea(s), in the state induded above (Please lis_ area namt"l):

#5414 :;
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AMERlTECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM: - #2 Interim Solution

ANSWER:

This product/service will be required in Cleveland, Akron, Colwnbus and Dayton,
including the surrounding communities.

C) Specific wire centers (use a separate document if necessary) or other points of
interconnection or access where this capability is desired:

ANSWER:

Ameritech's wire centers are not implicated since the service/product involves
only building wire. But building 'Hire in buildings served by all Amentech wire centers
in the above geographical territories will be involved.

10) What is the expected demand for each location, e.g., estimated number of
customers, subscriber lines, number of units to be ordered?

Location

Clcvd~d

Akron
ColuInDus

Estimate of demand/units

3,000 to 5,000 pain
1,000 to 3,000 pairs
:; ,000 to 5,000 pairs
:c ,C'J.': .. /,:00 pairs

The above figures are for the first 18 10 36 months.

11) Wha! a:e your pricing assumptions? In order to potentially obrain lower non-
recurring or recurring charges you may specify quantity and/or term commitments you
are willing to make. Please provide any price/quantity forecast indicating one or more
desired pricing points (use additional sheel<; if necessary).

ANSWER:

At most. lCG would exp¢cr to pay no more than a reasonable non-recurring fee
based upon costs incurred by Ameritech as a result ofICG's cut over of the pairs.

12) Please include any other information that could be of assistance to Ameritech in
the evaluatio:1 of Lhis sen.·ice request:

#5414
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ANSWER:

None.

13) Please classify the regulatory nature of your request (Check One):

Request for intercorul~crion.

Request for a new network element.

Request for a combination of network elements.

Request for Physical Collocation where there is no space available
for either physical 0: virtU~l collocation in the requested Ameritech
Central Office.

x New :service or capability L'J<U does not fir imo any of the above
categories.

14) Wnat problem or issue do you wish to solve? \\Thy is it necessary for you to
obtain this fearure or if it were unavailable, hov./ would i: impair your ability to pmvide
yoU! services?

ANSWER:

Absent provision for the above service 2., a reasonable cost, leG v.ili be denied
z..:cess to its customers.

15) Preliminary analysis cost payment option (check one):

S2,OOO deposit per state included with request under the
understanding that my responsibility for Ameritech's costs shall not
e~cccd this deposit for the prdiminmy analysis during the first 30
days.

#54[4

x No deposit is made and (Requesting Carrier Name) agrees to pay
Ameritech's total preliminary analysis cOStS incurred untill cancel
the request. .
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By submitting this request. except as pro\lidC£i we agree to promptly compensate
Amerirech for any costs it incurs in proc:es.sing this request. including costs of analyzing.
developing, provisioning, or pricing the request, until the Ameritech BFR Manager
r~ives our written cancellation. We also agree to compensat~ Ameriteeh for such costs
in accordance with the at!2..Ched practice. if we fail toa~Am.eritec:h to pro.cee..d with
development within)Q days: of receipt of tha 3Q-dny notification. or we fail to order the
3e:tYiCC \.Vit!lin 30 days, In accordance: wilh the f1119l prodUc't quoution.

leG TELECOM GROUP, INC.

BY:~#
Peter H.. \1Jhiu:

Its: Vice President ofOperations. Ohio

Dated: December 5. 1997

#5414 6
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Issue 2, February 1997

AMERlTECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM

1) Requested By

lCG Telecom Group, Inc.
(Company Name)

5525 CloverlcafParh-..vay
Valleyview, OIl 44125
(Address)

Peter H. White
(Contacr Person)

216-377-3040
(Phone Number)

1215/97
(Date of Request)

216-377-3030
(Facsimlle Number)

(Optional: E-mail Address)

2) Description of the network intercorme([ion capa.bility, function, system, elemen:
or feature, Or combination requested (use additional sheets of paper to describe the
requested service, ifnecessary):

ANSWER:

lCG wishes to purchase a product/service we are calling "NID (Network Interface
Device) to NID Intra Building Connection". This would allow leG to access building
inside wire pairs in order to serve lCG customers in the building by connecting the
custome~ to leG electronics in the building. This producrls.ervice would only be
applicable in multi tenant, multi cusromer buildings where Ameritcch has placed the NID
on numerous floors and asserts that it has the legal right to control access IO !he building
riser cable. Single tenant and single level buildings have only one NlD and therefor, the
NID to NID connection is not required.

lCG's preference would be to use its own technicians to identify, test, select and
utilize these pairs. We would then notify Arneritech of the pairs used and you could
modify your records and commence billing. /\$ an alternative. ICG is willing to pay

~5412



AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORL\-!

Ameritech's standard time and material charges to have your technicians perform these
activities. .

3) Is this a request for a modification or combination of existing services or network
clements'? If so, please explain the modification or combination and describe the existing
services or element(s) or indicate its name.

ANSWER:

lCG views this as nothing more than the purchase of wire pairs. This
producrlservice will originate at a NID within a multi story, multi tenant building and will
end at another NID within the same building.

4) Is this a service or network element available from any other source or a service or
network element already offered by Ameritech') If yes, please provide source's name and
the name of the service or network element.

ANS\YER:

Ko.

5) Is I.:.1e:-e 2.ny:.hh; (;:':5:::::; c;- s;-,e::::",: Z.':'·;':: '.':.~ ;-:-:-:~.~~~; ::h::.: ycr.,e "''fad:: Eke this
feature, function or combination to op~r.3.t~?

.-\..L'lSWER:

lCG is not requesting any special feature or functionality. We simply require
standard copper pairs between floors in multi tenant buildings where Arneritech asserts
ownership of the riser cable and asserts the legal right to control access to the wire pairs
in the inside building wire.

6) If possible, please include a drawing or illustration of how you would like the
requ~sr to operate and interact with the network

ANS\VER:

See attached.
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AMERlTECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM

7) Please describe the expected location life, if applicable, of this capability (Le.,
period of time you will use it:). Do you view this as a temporary or long range
arrangement?

ANSWER:

This is a long term solution with an indefinit:e location life. Since Ameritech
claims ownership and control of the riser cable in multi t:enant, multi story buildings, this
product will be frequently required and utilized through the life of our contract to serve
our customers in these types of buildings.

8) If you wish to submit this infonnation on a non-disclosure basis, please indicate
this here. If non-disclosure is requested, either anach a prepared Ameritech non­
disclosure agreement, or request one to be sent to you for completion or identify an
existing agreement that covers this transaction, and properly identify any information you
consider confidential.

ANSWER:

Nor reauired.

A) Srates (Check as many as apply):
______ Illinois

Indiana------
_____ Michigan

X Ohio
Wisconsin------

• Since separare agreement and rules apply in each state, a separare BFR Form and, if
applicable, deposit is required for each state for which you wish to have Amerirech
process the BFR.

B) Major metropolitan area(s), in the state included above (Please list area name):

ANSWER:

This producr/service will be required in Cleveland, Akron, Columbus and Dayton,
including the surrounding communities.

#5412
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FO~\1

C) Specific wire centers (use a separate document if necessary) or oL!-ler points of
interconnection or access where rhis capability is desired:

ANSWER:

Arnerirech's wire cencers are not implicated since the service/product involves
only building wire. But building wire in buildings served by all Amcnlech wire centers
in the above geographical territories witI be involved.

10) What is the expected demand for each location, e.g., estimated number of
custom¢rs, subscriber lines, number of units to be ordered?

Location

Clevehw.d
Akron
Columbus
Dayton

Estimate of demand/units

3,000 to 5,000 pairs
1,000 to 3,000 pairs

3,000 to 5,000 palrs
2,000 to 4,000 pairs

The above figures are for the first 18 to 36 months.

11) \\Fna[ are your pricing assumptions? ILl. orc~, IO pJ: ..::.<' '.. :~:_~ _"
recurring Or recurring charges you may specify quantity and/or tenn COffi..'1l!lmen!5 you
are willing to make. Plee.5e provide any price/quantity forec~t indicating one or mor=
desired p:icLn.g points (use additio:1al sheets if necessary).

ANSWER:

At most, lCG would expect Ie pay no more than a reasonable non-recurring fee
based upon costs incurred by Ameritech as a result ofICG's cut over ofthe pairs.

12) Please include any other information that could be of assistance to Ameritech in

the evaluation of L~is service request:

ANSWER:

None.

13) Please classify the regulatory nature of your request (Check One):

#5412 4
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORTyI

Reques~ for interconnection.

Request for a new network ekment.

Request for a combination of network elements.

Request for Physical Collocalion where there is no space available
for either physical or vinual collocation in the requested Ameritech
Central Office.

New service or cap<lbility thaT does not fit into eny ofrhc above
categories.

14) What problem or issue do you wish to solve? \Vhy is it necessary for you to
obtain this feature or if it were unavailable, how would it impair your ability to provide
your services?

ANSWER:

Absent provision for the above service 2.~ a reasonable COS!, reG v..-iil be denied
access to i ts custOIT'.~'3_

15) Preliminary arlalysis cost payment option (check one):

S2,OOO deposit p::r st2.t2t::c1uded with request under the
understanding that my responsibility for Ameritech's costs shall nOI

exceed this deposit for the preliminary analysis during the firs! 30
'days.

#5412

x No deposit is made and (Requesting Carrier Name) agrees to pay
Ameritech's total preliminary analysis costs incurred until I cancel
the request.
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By submitting this request.. except as provided. we agree to promptly compensa.te
Ameritech f~r any costs it incurs in processing this request, including costs ofanalyzing,
developing. provisioning, or pricing the request. until the Amerite.eh BFR Manager
receives our written cancellation. We also a~rec [0 compensate ~itech for such costs
in accordanc~ wi th the art3.ched p.r3etice. if we fail to authori2~ Amarirech to proceed with
d.eveIa?m~twithin 30 day:! of receipt of the 30-d~y not.i.ficntion, or we fail to order the
service within 30 dAy3, in accordance ~!h th::: finllo! product quotation.

ICGTELECOM GROUP, INC.

Pet~ H. White

Its: Vice P~sident of Ooeration!\, Ohio

Date: December S! 1C)t;}7

#5412 6
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~tech.-------
December 18, 1997

iMr. Peter \Vhite
rCG Telecom Group, Inc.
5525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyview, OH 44125

Via FAX & US Mail

Dear Mr. \\illite,

:\rneritech received (via FAX) your Bona Fide Requests (BFRs) on December 5. 1997 ror
what leo characterizes as a ·'NID (Network Interface Device) to NID Intra Building
Connection". Before Ameritech can respond to rCG' s request Ameritech feels it
necessary to clarify certain ofICG's characterizations. First, the configuration and status

possible service configurations and rates a.t each location will differ. For that reason,
.AJneritech cannot process your request as applicable to all locations. RaL"'1er, Ameritech
understands that you are seeking service at Cleveland's Terminal TO\ver Building and
wi!! base its following response on that location

Second, leG uses the teons "building cable" all,d "inside wire" interchangeably both in its
BFR and cover lener. Within the telecommunications industry, there are distinct
definitions for these tenns. Building cable refers specifically to regulated. capitalized
outside plant cable, Account 2426, Intra-Building Cable, placed by Arneritech. which
extends within a building (on the Ameritech or network side of the Network Interface) all
the way to the Network Interface (often located on various floors in a multiple tenant
building) and is capitalized to Ameritech's regulated plant account per FCC and Ohio
regulations. Inside wire, on the other hand, refers specifically to wire placed on the
customer side of the Network Interface. owned and controlled by the building or
premises owner and placed by a vendor of the.owner's choice. As you can tell, these
terms nre not interchangeable and it is important to be accurate and precise when using
them to describe a facility.

Third, Ameritech neither improperly "claims nor asserts" that it owns the building cable
as stated by leG in its responses to BFR questions 2.5 and 7. As discussed on
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December 2, 1997 (Ameritech/ICG Conference call referenced in lCG' 3 cover letter to
the BFRs), Ameritech does own this cable. The cable lCG is requesting to access in
Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building is building cable extending (within the building)
from the premises MDF located on the 2Qd floor to a Network Interface location on a
specific floor of this multi-tenant building. As such, this cable was placed by and is
ovmed and corltrolled by Ameritech. (And it is duly recorded in the appropriate Pan 32
Account on Ameritech's books.). rCG's access to this cable would be access to
.A.meritech's building cable and NID, not a NID to NID connection as described by rCG,
because the cable between the second floor building IvIDF and the NID on each floor is
Arneritech's building cable not the building O\VIler's inside wire.

Since there is no Network Interface on the second floor of the Tenninal Tower Building,
for rCG [0 make a NID to NID cormection as "requested" in its BFR, lCG would have to
exiend its outside plant cable through spare building riser conduit to the specific floor and
terminate that cable on an reG provided NrD which could then be connected to
Arneritechts 1'-I1D on that floor for access to the customer's premises or inside wire. This
NID to NTD configuration is available, per the AmeritechlICG Interconnection Contract,
without a BFR. Alternatively, ifICG were to extend its outside plant to the specific floor
of the buildi..rlg where it has CU3[OmerS, it could place its 0~'TI intra-building cable in spare
building riser conduit and terminate it directly to the customer's premises without the
need to access A..meritech' s NID.

In addition: as described earlier .A.meritech is only able to respond to this type of BFR
based upon the circumstances at a single location where iCG provides specific
information about its desired facility configuration and not for to all multi-tenaZ11
buildings L:l111-:: Cleveland, Akron, Cn1 v":C'.bu5 2-,..] l' ... '. r -::-'';'0>: . ".~C·..O ::3. :

by ICG's answer to question number 10 on the BrR form. TIlls is becau.se t."'rJe type of
configuration, i.e., placement of the Network interface, varies on a building-by-building
basis due to such factors as age of construction. building layout a!1d modifications, p1a.t1t
placement and upgrades over time, evolving Network Interface technology, changes in
regulation and the building o\VI1er's position wit.~ regard to the location of the i'ietwork
Interface and any attendant responsibility for the maintenance of building inside wire.

Based on the foregoing and the December 2, 1997 conference call, Ameritech will
consider lCG's BFRs as a request for access ill the building cable portion of Ameritech·s
outside plant in the Cleveland Terminal Tower Building and detennine the cost of the
BFRs accordingly since this is the only specific location in which lCG has expressed an
interest. IfICG no longer requires the capability requested under its BFRs for the
Ckvdaccd Te:minal Tow~r Bs.!dir.g, p1~2se notify me in wntL'lg, indicating that leG
does not require further processing of these BFRs.

For the reasons expressed above and per the Ameritech!lCG Interconnection Agreements,
any requests for D.CCC:5:5 to building cable in additional buildings will require leG to
complete a BFR for each specific location. Each building location will require an on site
investigation to determine possible access points and feasibility of building cable access,
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resulting in varying coSts. In order to proviue leG the capability to access Amcritechls
building cable at a specific building location, any further BFRs should provide the
building address, number of pairs required and the specific building areas where ICG
would like access to Amentechls building cable pairs &0 as to minimi:ze the work and cost
associated wiPI processing any BFR.

Also, Ameritech believes that there is little difference between the two BFRs submitted
by leG and that the two BFRs are essentially requesting access to the same Ameritech
building cnble facilities. For this reason a.'1d thc above discussion regarding lCG's
incorrect perceptions about the nature of Ameritech' 5 building cable, Ameritech will
consider lCG's BFRs as a single request for access to Ameritech building cable at
Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building.

With the modifications described above, your BFR will be considered complete. The
following dates have been assigned to the various siages for the processing of your
request:

Date Re~pon5eRequired
to ICG Telecom Group. Inc.

Ack!\.Owledgment of receipt ofyour
completed request (10 business days)

Completion ofInitial Evaluation of
BFR (30 days)

Completion of AllY Addition2.1 Product
Development Vlork - IfRequired (90 days)

12119/97

01/05/98

04/03/98

As per your discussiol1 v;;Ll Neil Cox, A..meritech will endeavor to process your request
as quickly as possible.

If you have any further questions or need to check status of your request, please feel free
to contact me at (248)443-9900 or by facsimile at (248)483-3738.

Sincerely,

oanne Mic;sig
Bona Fide Request Manager

cc: Quentin Patterson



APPENDIX C

Deccmbtr 23~ 1997

Ms. Joarm.e Missig
Baru F.1dc Reqnest Manage-
Amc:cirech TnfOnmtion Indnsny Scivi.ex:s
RoomA-~06

23500 'NOrthwesttm Highw.!Y
.sourbfieI~ Mi.chigan 48075

i
DearMs.~g:

This ktter respo.nds to your later ofDea:mber 18~ 1997re~ the Bona
Ede ReqUe3ts (~BFRsI) submitted by reG. It also mco.tpoIA.te:S me rcsclts of a call thm I
had with you:md one ofyour OSP cginccrs on D=cember 18, 1997.

lis ro your lct:z::e:rs fu:st point, I bclieve! that afra- our~ it is ckar that
lCG is making agmeral ~u.c:st fur~ to "b>.lilding Clbk~; ICGls n::.qncst is not li.rn.i.rcd
to rp'" CL-vc:k.cd. lc:..t,:ra.! TO'r'r-c:r Builiiing. leG : __--quircs the capabil~)' to Dc able ro nsr:

Irbuilding c.bktr in all mnlti-rcmmt, multi-soory bm1dings.

_A.s to yOt!.r scm:td pomr rcgzrding tb~ distiucrio..,~ llo,.,.,lcfr:.:rg cable" :md.
"~ wire, reG is willing to work wiI:h the: djsrioaioo you have made. For t:he reco.t'~

th:: ~--rion you have d...--awn berwcx:n Intra-Building O!bk coptained in Acr.oum: 24-..26
and in.sid.c:: wire, fon:ocdy CODTAined in Aa::oont 244> Ius> 3.S~ opa4ti.on:l1~)~ all
but: obl!J:c:rarr:d by FCC decisions. These derisions -allow, inde:c.d in many cases compel, the
dcma.rc::a.tU:m point to be pb.ccd at :t point where wirin~ furmally canT2ined in Aa:ounr:
2426 (what you rc:fcr to 2.S "btdldiug<3.bkI ) is c:on:ve.ro:d) in essc:n.cr:~ to t1insick v.ri:rc" by
virt:u.c ofnow bci:::xg lo=.tcd. on t:h.c: o:utomc:~ of the dc:nur:::::uicm.~~ Nawork:
T_---C. __ 1 B -f' . .:11 fl ~. ..,-. "'CG"
..t..J..U..C.l.;o.L..C.. ill II It )VllJ.CUi;>t- u...-czrws ill t::le:;,.: G.lSOJ<s':::c.s J.. .:..s J::.:r;:;oy to

~ .;;;; ) --
'dccommoda.tc your lJomcnebtnrr.

AzrJa;~Cnmpt:n:;

5525 QQ'I'crla!l"a.rXwKy • vancy Vk:w. Obla~5 • (2l6) 377-3000 • Fzx Q:l<$)377~

L



MS,J~ Missi.g
D~ber 23:> 1997
Pagc2

As t9 your third point, adur Ameri.ttth n.c::iIha- impropcly cWms nor :lSS&tS1

dlat it owns the building Clblc,lr the BFR simply states that Ameriro:h Joa clzim and a3Sl::rt

that it owns the building ab!.c:; the charaaaization that Ameritecb "improperlyll makl: this
as:scrtion and claim is yours. In any evo...n!;o I thin.\:: we: '.loin have to le.a'\;"C it to the lawyexs and
rcgnbrnrs to decidew~ is proper or improper-

You then go on to di<:t'pss two altcmativt:s: fur lCG to c:xre.nd its netWork
through.sp-arc conduit to the specific floor and then connoctAmaitech's NID to an. reG
NID or fur ICG to at:~d irs outside plant to~ spc:cific floor of the buildi.o.g where it has
~~. Of cow::sc, ifICG pw-sual ci:I:hcr afthac a1tcmztivc:s, iI: would not nccessaWy
p.eedto uSc the Itbnilding cabk:" to which Amcritcch is denying reG acc:cs:s or Ameriteeh's
!NID. The purpose of~ Bl-'"R is to gain access th the Dbui1diag etbk", and while reG is
O\ppz:cc:Q.tive ofyour IiUggc:stion of -Itematives, ir :0 lCG'~ l:x:1ief that the~ cour.s.c here is
to expedite IDep~g ofthe BFR..

As mentioned above. lCG is m:lking a. bnaat request, i..L, submitting a ge.ueral
BFR. It is 2 m1ttn of indifference.to lCG wb.dhcrF clu.racterizc tfu: p.-rodnrt rCG is
rcqu.c:st:ing. on t!u:: one:: han.d, as a.co::ss to • bUildiqg ci.b1e,. from an MDF to me Netv.'Ork
l.otc::riUc: or, OIl IDe other hand, as access to "building able n for a Kerwo....-k Interface
Device (a NID U) to NID ~on; this i.ssuc need noe c:l.er:ain. ~ procc::ssing of lCG's
BFR. reG is rcque:.-rin.g uc.ess to Amaiteeh ablJiJdiog cable:" from Amc:ritedI's "building
NID lf ro the}..'t1Ds on in.divid1::2..! flc:xkS.; 0:-~ the Y...DF to the NlD on i,.,--i:'''idr:cl flex>rs;
or from whatcw'a"' ::amro:arion and/or conne;tion poinI:.A!Ireriteeh has for distnDurion of
ilS outside pLmt to "1::xu.i1ci.i.ng a.blc- to me hTJDi cont2ined on the fioon; or the telephone
poscts of bnildings. Obviously) the r~ only ~&s when: ~~critech in ~ is
r.cbimiog or assc..'1::ing" The right to co...ntrol t:h.:: "bcild.ing cable M

, acd docs not: ari.s.= where

~
boilding owner hAs a.munc:d Prcspo:nsib"'Jity .for the m.cinremmce of builJ:ling ir...sUk

• .2,n.
• 1

!
. The rona'nda of the substantive disari'rion. of your km:r ess~y rcitera:tes

your po5ition that the Bl;Rs submitted by lCG:tre going to be trc:attd as one BFR for a.
~ locatioo, .i..c.., c:Icv.::bnci1.l; Tcxmin:U Tower. As I mentioned Rb~, I believe we
have ch.rified tha.t lCG's reqUf:StS arc to be neata:i. :is gcne:::raIi:zed requestS for 2CCess to

llbuiLcling cabk lr where Amerite--..h c:Imn.s or fISS(:rtS own.aship and/or: the right to control
rcc=ess to me •building cable.. n

I
,

f
I MVC add.cd me it:alic; to tills quoutiou Ecrn page 2. ofyour~. Sec narc 1)

abov~.
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ICG recog:Dize.$ that it is Amerireebrs captive in tamS of,Ameritz"Cb's compli:mce
with the time t:lble ~t foIth. in your kt:tcr. leG, nOT'!erbdcss,~ expedition for the
BFRs so that we do not have; to wait until April to begin ro aca::ss Wbuilding cable.. 1/

In this connection, I reittnte that there are two BFRs. Ont: BFR is fct' an
intaim sol:ation whttcby ICG 2c=rNses zn unbundled loop.. wbich. ICG I?~ from.
Am~tcd1~ at the I:tecbo£caUy fe;Jsibfe point~ of the ~ building NID~ ~ or MDF.. or where
outside plant' is mstnOuted to build.i!lg cable. The othc:.r ErR. is for rhe product described
in this le:tta.

E.aally, c:vc:n. assuming there is SO~ -tmique aspect- to c:ia'Y bm1ding.
Amerl~~ is capable of dcvdoping IISWldard1

ran:s a d;tat aYer.lgc the: costS between
bniIdintn or AJ:naitx:dl can dcvc:!op a. tci.£f~ a11ow:s mr unique~ c:bzrscs
2Dd/or et'l:lbles Amaitx:eh to decline to pt'O'Jidc aco:ss to building ahl.e, iff3.cilit:ies do %lO~
exist in the hoiIding. .

Thank you very ID.IJ.ch for your CODsikeation in this mutr:r. Ifyou have a:DY
qcesrions ~.ttclfrc.c to conraer the~ aJ: (216) 377-3MO.

AHK/nw
CC~ Quc::o.tin Patti , 'On

J
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January 5, 1998

Mr. Peter White
ICG Telecom Group, Inc.
5525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyview,OH 44125

Via FAX & US Mail

Dear Mr. White,

On December 1&, 1997 Ameritech provided its written confirmation of receipt ofICG's Bona
Fide Requests dated December 5. 1997 and Ameritech's understanding of those BFRs based on
the information comained in the BFR forms and conversations with Ameritcch's leG Account
Manager and oth:r Ameritech personr:el who partici;:Jattd in NoveL.1~et 28 ?nc D~ceL.1be;1,
1997 phone calls between our companies. Ameritech' s letter also provided the dates assignd to
the processing ofICG's BFRs based on Ameritech's understanding of those requests as
submitted on December 5. 1997.

Since the December 18 letter there have been two substantive communications between our
companies. a t:;lephone conversation on December 19 and your letter of December 23, 1997.
Your letter of December 23 has left Ameritech confused with regard to just what leG is
requesting in its December 5, 1997 BFRs since it conflicts with our earlier conversations.

Furthermore, after discussing our telephone conversation of December 19 and your latest letter
with some afthe participants in the November 2& telephone call, I have been informed that the
S3Jne types of2.:c~ss tel Ar.1:::ri::ch's b...!i~d!ng ca'cJle that we discuss~don Decemb:r 19 were also
discussed on November 28, Ameritech participatcs in confe-rcnce calls regarding BFRs in en
effort to chiify each party's understanding of the request. However, the telephone conversations
belween OUf companies, both prior to and after receipt of your December 5 BFRs, have only
served to confuse Amentech's understanding ofTCG's requests especially since the types of
access to building cable discussed on our calls arc i:: c:::-;,:c: conflict with both ICG's BFR and its
December 23 letter.

During our December 19 phonc conversation, leG advi.5cd Ameritech tha.t it was making a
general request for access to Ameritech's building cable in Ohio not a request for access to
building cable only in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building. At that time, Ameritech reiterated



its position that it can only respond to leG's type of request on a building/location specific basis
because each location is unique. Also during our December 19 conversation, rCG advised
Ameritech that despite Ameritech's statement to the contrary in its December 18 let'1:er that there
were two sep.arate BFRs. one which lCG has described as an interim soiution and another longer
term "solution" ("long tem! BFR") we discussed on the phone and that is referenced in your
December 23, 1997 Jetter. In our December 19 telephone conversation you also indicted that
Amcritech's December 18 letter did not capture the real nature of leG's requests which you said
were difficult to explain in a letter and consequently went on to describe verbally.

Based on our December 19 telephone conversation, ICG indicated that its real request went far
beyond its request to use Ameritech's building cable pairs between the building ?-.1DF and the
Network Interface on individual floors, (as described in Ameritech's December 18 letter and
confirmed in reG's December 23 letter). Rather ICG stated that in addition to, or possibly in
lieu of such normal access, it sought to gain access to Ameritech's building cable at any point
(on any floor) that a building cable pair passed. Noth ing In your BPR or your De:cmbcr 23
letter describes or contemplates this type of access,

Due to these conflicts. at this point in time, Ameritech can only respond to lCG based on the
statements made in writing by lCG (the December 5 BFRs and the December 23 letter), IfICG
wishes to pursue access to Ameritech's building cable at any point other than an existing cross­
connection point (such as the building MDF), multiple points of access to a single loop or access
to building cable in Ohio buildings otherthan Cleveland's Terminal Towcr Building, per the::
Ameritech/ICG Interconnection Agreement, leG will be required to submit additional BFRs.
Further. since any wir~ located on the custom~r's side of the Network Interface is not owned or
controlled by Amerirech and any work Ameritech might perform on such wire is perfonned on
an unregulated basis, any access to or work en such wire is not covered as a part of Ameritech's
re5pOn$~ L'J L:.:S L~~;:':'.

At this time, Ameritech also feels compelled to r<:spond to certain allegations in your
December 23 lett~:-.

Ameritech does nO! agree that there is any issue concerning its o'Wl1ership and control of building
cable and Ameritech's position vis avis control of building cable in Cleveland's Terminal Tower
Building given FCC (Dockets 79-105 and 88-57) 2.I1Q PUeD decisions regarding inside wire
(IW). FCC decisions address the placement ofNetwork Interfaces for new construction or major
building renovation in multi-tenam buildings and allow for r~rrangcmcntof cxir.ing Network
Interfaces in multi-tenant buildings at the request and expense of the building owner.
Rearrangement/re-Iocation of multiple Network Interfaces to a single point within a multi-tenant
building transfers the responsibility for maintenance of any wire between the Net\l.'ork Interface
location and individual tenant premises to the building owner.

In addition, in paragraph 6 (page 2) of your December 23 letter you indicare that it is a "matter of
indifference 1:0 leG whether you characte::rize the product ICG i~ reCjue~ting, on the one hand, as
access to "building cable", from an 1YIDF to the };;;=',vo,x Interface or, on the other and, as access
to "building cable" for a Network Interface Device ("NID") to NID connection", Ameritech
continues to reiterate that there is a definite need to be precise in using these terms, In the first
instance, access to building cable from the building MDF to the Network Interface, the cable
rcf~cnced is building cable which is owned by Ameritcch and the only Network Interface for
any specific loop is on the floor where the ultimate (end-user) customer is located. In the second
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instance, if there were a Network Interface locared where the oUBide plant cable cnt:rS the
building, all wire on the customer's side of the Network Interface would be inside wire and there
would be no rcason for a BFR, as access to this inside wire would be controlled by the building
o'.llTler. Also the use of the term "N1D to NID connection" has a specific meaning (FCC Docket
96-98 ParagraPh 396) which provid~s for the C<lnnection of a carrier provided loop to a
customer's inside wire through a carrier provided NID connected to Ameritech's NID (which is
not located at the building !vfDF in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building as consistently
asserted by leG).

With respect to rCG's December 5, 1997 BFR that ICG designated as "interim", Amerirech is
still unable to see how accessing existing spare building cable pairs at the building MDF as
described in this BFR is any different than accessing existing spare building cable pairs in your
other BFR which lCG has described as "NfD (Network Interface Device) to NID Intra Building
Connections", Our December 19 telephone conversation further confused this issue for
Amcritech. Thus, Ameritech does not believe that it has sufficienr information to process this
"interim" BFR as separate from leG's other BFR

In response to ICG's lon~ term BFR which requests the use of individual building cable pairs
from Ameritech, it is generally technically feasible for lCG to gain access to existing spare
building cable pairs in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building. Access to Amentch's existing
spare building cable pairs in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building may only be obtained at the
building MDF and would run to the specIfIc Network Interface involved. However, such
individual pairs are not available for purchase by leG, as Ameritech does not sell the individual
cable pairs from a larger cable. However, in appropriate circumstances, Ameritech will make
existing spare cable pairs available for use llt cost based rates (including approp;ia~ joint and
common costs).

In response to leG's desi!'e for Ameritech to process it's December 5 BFR as a generic request
for access to building cable in all Ohio buildings, Ameritcch can not ac:commodat.:: leG's
request. For the reasons specified in Ameritech' s December 1g letter, namely, "because the type
of interface, i.e., placement of the Network Interface, varies on a building-by-building basis due
to such factors as afZe of construction, building layout and modifications, plant placement and
upgrades over time, evolving Network Interface technology, changes in regulation and the
building owner's position with regard to the location of the Network Interface and any attendant
responsibility for the maintenance of building inside wire" and per the AmeritechJ1CG
Interconnection Agreement, requests for access to building cable in mUltiple building.s will
require ICG to complete a BFR for each specific location so that Ameritech may determine the
technical feasibility ofICG's request at that location and the cost to provide such requests if
technically feasible to do so. To minimize the work and cost associated with processing any
further BFRs, lCG should provide the building address, number of pairs required and [he specific
building areas where leG rcquiies a.ccess to Ameri:ech's building cable.

This letter represents the conclusion of Ameritech' s initial assessment oftC'ChniCAl fc4:sibility for
ICG's long t~ml BFR. Ameri:xh's C05tS to pro.:ess this BFR, including on-site investigation of
the building cable layout at Cleveland's Terminal Tower BUilding by the local Outside Plant
Engineer and Ameritech personnel responsible for developing Ameritech's operating practices,
through today is 52,811.00.


